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HERBERT A. PHILBRICK—Surprise witness at trial of eleven Communists; 
author of I Led Three Lives (1952). In 1940, at the age of 25, recently 
married and beginning a career in advertising, Herbert A. Philbrick became 
chairman of a youth group in a Boston suburb only to discover that a 
group of Communists had quietly “‘captured’’ his organization. On the 
point of resigning, Mr. Philbrick decided to discuss his problem with the 
F. B. I. They suggested that he might stay, at least temporarily, to discover 
the Communists’ intentions. He agreed and thus committed himself to a 
fascinating and hazardous triple life which led him to the very top of the 
Communist Party. It was to lead, nine years later, to the courtroom of 
Judge Harold R. Medina where Mr. Philbrick, the government’s surprise 
witness, related the incredible story of his three liyes as citizen, ““Com- 
munist’’ and counterspy. Throughout the working day he supported his 
growing family at his job in advertising. Evenings and holidays he worked 
with the Communists and he spent the gray hours of the morning in a 
secret room in his house where he typed out reports and developed 
photographs for the F. B. I. His experiences inside the party were varied. 
He reorganized party cells in Boston suburbs, subyerted the campaign of 
an anti-Communist candidate for Congress, taught revolutionary tactics in 
a secret school, organized the infiltration of an insurance company for a 
Communist-controlled union, and rewrote a speech for a presidential candi- 
date. Finally he was tapped for the party’s inner circle, and joined the 
“Pro-4’’ group. There he met important Communist leaders and went 
underground fot the most important work of his ‘‘Communist’’ career. 
Eventually the F. B. I. had enough evidence, most of it from Mr. Philbrick, 
to bring the eleven Communist leaders to trial in New York in April, 1949. 
The courtroom on Foley Square was electrified and the defendants stunned 
when the prosecution produced its star witness. Mr. Philbrick’s book 
describing these eyents was published early this year. He is now on the 
advertising staff of the New York Herald Tribune and co-author of a 
running series on ‘““The Red Underground.”’ 


VICTOR LASKY—Co-author of Seeds of Treason, has been a working 
newspaperman for 14 years. He resigned from the Scripps Howard News- 
papers in February 1951 to concentrate on his magazine writing. Last year, 
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Should the Communist Party Be Outlawed? 


Announcer: 
From Springfield, Massachusetts, 
celebrating its centennial year, 
comes tonight’s Town Meeting of 
the Air. We are broadcasting from 
‘meit large municipal auditorium 
and our host on this occasion is 
the College Club of Springfield. 
Perhaps we should say hostess 
since the club is exclusively a 
‘woman's organization, having a 

membership of over 500 alumnae 
_ from 75 colleges. Founded in 1899, 
| the College Club can look proudly 
| to its beginnings when higher edu- 
(cation for women was not the ac- 
( cepted fact it is today. 

The main purpose of the Col- 
| lege Club is to maintain a scholar- 
‘ship fund for women in the Spring- 
{ field area. Over the years $50,000 
« of some 500 grants have been pro- 
) vided. There are now 17 girls re- 
ceiving such scholarship aid. Be- 
cause inflated costs have reached 
the college campus, proceeds from 
«this Town Meeting program will 
be used toward making possible 
the same level of scholarship aid 
in 1953. Now to preside as mod- 
‘erator for tonight’s discussion, here 
is ABC’s well-known Washington 
inews reporter, Gunnar Back. 


Moderator Back: 

Good evening, friends from 
Springfield, known as the cross- 
roads of New England. We are 
roadcasting from the fine munici- 
pal auditorium here in Springfield. 
his is the third largest city in 
fassachusetts; it’s celebrating its 
«estennial this year and after 100 
of existence is rightfully 
proud, this city is, of its contri- 
‘tion to American history, to in- 
dustry, and education. Town Meet- 
che is in Springfield tonight under 
the, auspices of the College Club 


in Springfield and its Scholarship 
Fund. The College Club is an out- 
standing service organization rep- 
resenting the fine colleges in this 
area in the form of scholarships 
for students. 

Here in New England where 
revolution certainly played its role 
in the foundation of this nation it 
seems right in some ways to be 
discussing the subject which to- 
night is, “Should the Communist 
Party Be Outlawed?” You will 
hear from a person who doesn’t 
think so, despite the fact that he 
spent nine years in the Communist 
Party for the purpose of reporting 
on its activities to the FBI. Herbert 
Philbrick, author of the book, I 
Led Three Lives, and a columnist 
for the New York Herald Tribune 
has certainly a front seat or has 
had a front seat in the Communist 
Party. 

Mr. Victor Lasky, who thinks 
the Party should be outlawed is a 
newspaper man who reported the 
Alger Hiss trial for the New York 
World Telegram. He is co-author 
of the book, Seeds of Treason, and 
is the author of the MGM docu- 
mentary which is soon to appear, 
called The Hoaxters—a documen- 
tary on the subject of communists. 
Mr. Lasky, you’re first, so will you 
tell us why you think the Com- 
munist Party should be outlawed? 


Mr. Lasky: 

Of course we should outlaw the 
Communist Party, and the sooner 
the better for three reasons: one, 
the Party is a conspiracy controlled 
by Moscow; the Party is a front 
for spies and traitors. Two, exist- 
ing laws, excellent as they may be, 
have not stopped the Party from 
operating. Three, the American 
people want the Party put out of 


business once and for all. That, I 
believe, was one of the mandates 
of the recent election. 


But there are still those Amer- 
icans, and I want to make it quite 
clear they are good, patriotic 
Americans, who insist that out- 
lawing the Communist Party would 
threaten our civil liberties and the 
Communist Party, as Mr. Philbrick 
could very well tell you, is spend- 
ing a huge fortune to convince you 
that your liberties are involved if 
we take effective action against 
them. I insist that it is possible to 
maintain our civil liberties while 
at the same time we frustrate the 
enemies of freedom who would 
destroy our civil liberties. I main- 
tain that the argument that out- 
lawing the Party would violate our 
precious traditions of democratic 
freedom has no basis whatsoever, 
except in communist propaganda. 


A government which fails to 
suppress a conspiracy to overthrow 
it is not democratic, but weak. I 
insist also that we Americans now 
know only to well what the Reds 
have in store for us. Mr. Philbrick 
here has written a magnificent 
book, I Led Three Lives, which in- 
cidentally I urge all of you to read. 
Mr. Philbrick’s book outlines the 
communist plot to take over the 
country beyond any shadow of a 
doubt. What are we waiting for if 
we refuse to take really effective 
action against the communists? 
We will give the political know- 
nothings more ammunition with 
which to carry on a perverted cru- 
sade against communism. 


On the other hand, I am getting 
sick and tired of hearing about 
hysteria afloat in the land when 
considering that we are at war with 
communism in Korea. The only 
hysteria seems to be coming from 
those decrying hysteria, but if there 
is hysteria, if there is thought con- 


trol, if there is a wave of terror, 
I maintain that by outlawing the 
Communist Party we can do away 
with many of these things. A final 
point, many people like Mr. Phil- 
brick, who would agree with most 
everything I say about the com- 
munists insist that outlawing the 
Party will only drive them under- 
ground. I say this argument makes 
little sense. The communists are 
already underground. They've al- 
ways operated undercover and no- 
body with any sense expects them 
to be working in the open. 

With the advent of a new ad- 
ministration in Washington it seems 
to me there is a better chance than 
at any time in the last 20 years for 
communist influence in this coun- 
try to be kept under strict control 
if not wiped out altogether. The 
one thing that will prevent this 
outcome is softness on the part of 
our Government. Anyone guilty of 
working against our country should 
be treated with severity even 
though in some circles patriotism 
is no longer an admirable quality.” 
In spite of the obvious necessity 
for constant investigations of the 
communists there is still a group 
of so-called liberals who object to 
such investigations of suspected 
traitors and insist that every probe 
by a Congressional committee is a 
smear. I say that it’s about time _ 
that these liberals wake up. We. 
must outlaw the Communist Party | 
—the sooner the better. (Applause) 


Mr. Back: Thank you very much, | 
Mr. Lasky. Actually Mr. Lasky had 
a lot more to say than that in his | 
Opening statement; he cut it down 
a good deal but, Mr. Philbrick, I 
noticed as Mr. Lasky was chal- 
lenging you in many ways you’ 
were sort of smiling. What is your 
answer now to Mr. Lasky’s case? 
Mr. Philbrick: I suspect Mr. Lasky 
of taking a look at some of my | 


notes here. He’s anticipated a 
great deal of what I had to say. 
{ think first of all that there are 
several areas of agreement be- 
tween Mr. Lasky and myself. I 
think there’s no question but that 
we both agree that communism is 
_a threat not only to the world but 
to the United States and that the 
|Communist Party is a conspiracy 
actively engaged in the job, and 
‘with the intent, of violently over- 
|throwing this country if and when 
that becomes possible. 

They are looking forward to that 
day. However, I would disagree 
with Mr. Lasky’s position that the 
‘Communist Party should be out- 
lawed. I think in order to con- 
sider that question we must con- 
sider several collateral issues. First 
of all, what is the character of the 
‘communist threat? And is the com- 
'munist problem basically one of 
‘war, or espionage, or sabotage, or 
is it largely a problem of domestic 
‘subversion? Well, I’m going to 
argue against outlawing the Com- 
|munist Party for several reasons. 


1. If you outlaw the Communist 
‘Party they will simply reorganize 
under another name. They will call 
‘themselves the Hottentots or the 
Progressives or any other name 
which suits their purpose and will 
continue pretty much as before. 
There is evidence in fact that the 
‘Party has already prepared itself 
to take that action. 


2. To outlaw the Communist 
Party, by law legally, would give 
a false sense of security to the 
American people. People would 
sey, well now the law deals with 
ise Communist Party so I don’t 
kave to bother about it anymore 
aad I think that would be a fatal 
a“stake. 

3. 1 think it is much more de- 
Gable to have the Communist 
Party out in the open where we 
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can see it rather than having it 
underground and driven under- 
ground by law. 


4. Another reason is that the 
outlawing of the Party would not 
deal with those people who are 
really the most serious problem, 
and I mean those who have not 
become actual members of the 
party itself—the fellow-travelers 
who support the Communist Party 
and Communist Party members, 
who oppose all anti-communist 
Americans, and who oppose all 
anti-communist measures outlaw- 
ing the Communist Party. The law 
would not deal with those people, 
people that J. Edgar Hoover has 
estimated number 10 to every one 
actual Communist Party member. 

My last reason is this, that the 
outlawing of the Communist Party 
would in fact violate constitutional 
guarantees of free speech and as- 
sembly. It would prohibit not only 
the conspiratorial meetings which 
the Communist Party uses but it 
would also prohibit open public 
meetings of the Communist Party 
and, thereby, it would provide the 
Party with another propaganda 
weapon against us. Those are my 
reasons against outlawing the Com- 
munist Party. (Applause) 

Mr. Back: Thank you, Mr. Phil- 
brick. Now we’ve had a statement 
of the position of the two speakers 
and before we start the argument, 
Mr. Lasky, what is your opinion 
as to the current communist men- 
ace? Has it diminished over the 
years as a consequence of the work 
of Congressional committees and 
the work of the FBI or do you 
think that the communist threat is 
here and growing? 

Mr. Lasky: Well, of course it has 
diminished. There’s no doubt that 
the FBI has done a magnificent 
job in preparing cases against peo- 
ple like Alger Hiss and the 11 top 


communist leaders and the under- 
ling leaders and there’s no doubt 
that the various Congressional 
committees have done a great job 
in spotlighting many of the activ- 
ities of the fellow-travelers, etc. 
On the other hand, it seems to.me 
that the communists have a hard 
core of anywhere from 30 to 40,000 
members, possibly even more, plus 
Lord knows how many fellow-tray- 
elers who obey—every time Stalin 
sneezes they wipe their noses. My 
point simply is, we really don’t 
know, we cannot have an effective 
gauge of how effective the strength 
is of the Communist Party. 


Mr. Back: Mr. Philbrick, what is 
your estimate of the strength of 
the Communist Party today? Has 
it diminished, do you think? 

Mr. Philbrick: Well, that ques- 
tion would have to be treated in 
two or three different ways, I be- 
lieve. First of all, the Communist 
Party today numbers around 50,- 
000 members in the United States. 
That's not very many. However, 
and I'll say this too that in some 
ways the Communist Party has suf- 
fered a great deal; it has lost 
ground. For example in labor 
unions the Communist Party has 
lost a great deal of ground. Some 
three or four years ago the Com- 
munist Party controlled 27 labor 
unions in the United States. Today, 
at the last count, I believe, our 
security agents believe that the 
Communist Party is in control of 
only seven labor unions in the 
United States, and so you see 


they've lost a great deal of ground 
there. 


But I would say that in other 
fields the Communist Party has lost 
no ground at all and that section 
of the Party is one which I’ve 
dealt with to some extent in my 
book and that is the most deeply 
underground communist—the pro- 


group member, the pro-group com- 
munist. This communist is not 

nown to be a member, not only 
to Communist Party members, not 
only to the public, but not known 
to be a member even to other com- 
munists. Those people are the most 
dangerous. They number among 
their group doctors, lawyers, teach- 
ers, professors, government work- 
ers, etc. In Boston, Massachusetts, 
where I belonged to the Commun- 
ist Party and belonged to the pro- 
group section of the Party we had 
about 80 members—Boston, Mas- 
sachusetts. And across the Nation 
there are about 2,000 of these pro- 
group communists. Now they con- 
stitute a real menace to our Gov- 
ernment, I do believe. 


Mr. Back: Thank you, Mr. Phil- 
brick. Now we haven’t yet had 
any interchange of argument. Now 
you’ve heard Mr. Philbrick’s con- 
tention that the Party should not 
be outlawed. Mr. Lasky, now what 
is your argument? 


Mr. Lasky: One of the things I 
don’t understand about Mr. Phil- 
brick’s remarks is his concern about 
constitutional guarantee for free 
speech for communists. I don’t 
think that Mr. Philbrick really 
would give free speech to Murder, 
Incorporated, a union of gangsters 
which I believe is what the Com- 
munist Party essentially is. 


In other words, these boys are - 
not liberals; these boys don’t enter- 
tain liberal ideas; these boys are 
out to kill you and me. I don’t 
want to sound too melodramatic 
about it but the fact is that the 
Communist Party is composed of 
a bunch of thieves and scoundrels 
and what not. The fact is also that 
they’re not liberals, that they’re 
not extremists, and the fact also is 
that the American Civil Liberties 
Union which cries out long and 
hard for communists discriminates 


against communists. The CIO, that 
great liberal organization which it 
is, also discriminates against com- 
munists; they kick them out. What 
about constitutional guarantees 
there? 


Mr. Back: Mr. Philbrick? 


Mr. Philbrick: I would say this. 
it would much rather have the com- 
munists out in the open, above 
ground, than underground. I’d like 
to have them . 


Mr. Lasky: But, Herbert, you’re 
book says that they’re not above 
ground... 


Mr. Philbrick: Well, let me finish 
mow. I would be in favor of pro- 
viding every Communist Party 
member with a free soap box. In 
fact, I think that we’ve had a great 
ideal of debate about the McCar- 
ran Act, and part of the McCarran 
‘Act says this: it says that all Com- 
munist Party members should reg- 
aster. Now the idea of that Act 
was to force the underground, hid- 
den communist out in the open, to 
make him come out in the open 
and declare to everybody that he is 
a Communist Party member . . 


Mr. Lasky: And you know he’ll 
aever do it. 


Mr. Philbrick: 
nasn’t done it. 

Mr. Lasky: And he won't. 

Mr. Back: Well, Mr. Lasky, if 
chere is a law which says that the 
communist has to identify himself 
end sign up, what is your argu- 
ment that he will do so? 

Mr. Lasky: Well, I say that he 
wen’t do so. I say that we should 
emoower the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation, through an act of Con- 
pfess outlawing the Communist 
Px#ty, to drive this political Party 
ou: of existence. I say it is under- 
etound; I say only about five or 
We percent of it is above ground, 


That’s true. He 


RI ay 


and that five or ten per cent con- 
sists of the people who are ex- 
pendable. 


Mr. Back: Well, gentlemen, may 
I turn the debate in this direction? 
It seems to me that the member 
of the Communist Party today 
doesn’t have really very much free 
choice of doing anything. What do 
you think, Mr. Philbrick? Do you 
think we need a law beyond the 
prescription already put on the 
communists ? 


Mr. Philbrick: No, I don’t be- 
lieve you need a law beyond our 
present laws. For example, at the 
present moment in courts across 
the land Communist Party mem- 
bers are being prosecuted under 
the Smith Act. The Smith Act is 
a law which prohibits any indi- 
vidual, whether he’s a member of 
the Communist Party or the Fas- 
cist Party, a law which prohibits 
anyone from indulging in a con- 
spiracy to teach and advocate the 
violent overthrow of the United 
States Government. 

Mr. Lasky: Herbert, how many 
communists have been convicted 
of violating that law? 

Mr. Philbrick: I don’t know the 
exact number at the present time, 
Vic, I would say around 25. 

Mr. Lasky: Twenty-five of what 
you estimated 50,000 party mem- 
bers. 

Mr. Back: Well, gentlemen, do 
you agree that the Smith Law can 
only convict those who are leaders 
of the Communist Party? That the 
average run of the mill party mem- 
ber would not be convicted under 
the Smith Act? 


Mr. Lasky: Well if the run of 
the mill party member is caught 
teaching and advocating the vio- 
lent overthrow of the Government 
he could be nabbed by the FBI, 
but the fact is that they’re going 


after the top leadership of the 
Party. Now we don’t know what 
the secret leadership of the Party 
is. We know that they do have an 
underground organization in oper- 
ation right now, and the fact of 
the matter is that the Smith Act is 
a tough Act to really try in the 
courts. Mr. Philbrick could tell 
you more about that. 


Mr. Philbrick: Well, so far, I'd 
like to interject there, Vic is right 
when he says that the number of 
communists convicted thus far have 
been small. That’s true. In fact, un- 
til 1949, although the Law was first 
passed in 1939 or in 1940, the Law 
had never been tested until 1949 in 
the trial of the first 11, the top 11. 


Mr. Lasky: It was tested in 
World War II when a group of 18 
Trotskyites in Minneapolis were 
convicted and sent to jail. A Trot- 
skyite Communist was sent to jail 
but it took a long time to get the 
Stalinites. 


Mr. Philbrick: Well, that’s true, 
but it had never gone all the way 
to the Supreme Court and been 
really pinned down. Well, now it 
has been pinned down and I agree 
with you that it is a slow process. 
I think that American justice is 
always slow; it’s not fast as it is 

in Russia or as it was in Fascist 
_ Germany. It’s a slow process dur- 
ing which we give the defendants 
every right, every right to defend 
themselves in a court before a jury 
of their peers. They are permitted 
the right to provide witnesses in 
their defense and to retain counsel 
—they’re given every right. 

Mr. Lasky: They’re permitted the 
right to raise funds. 


Mr. Philbrick: That they do. 
They’re given the right to enjoy 
every right in our society, and 
when we convict them they are 
convicted legally and by doing it 


in that way we do not provide the 
communists with the propaganda » 
weapon which they would have if 
we came out and outlawed the 
Communist Party in all its ac- 
tivities. ; 

Mr. Back: Mr. Lasky, let me ask 
you now if there was a law that | 
made the Communist Party illegal, 
would that eliminate the feeling of 
terror that a lot of people live in 
these days for fear that they might 
be designated as subversive? 


Mr. Lasky: I don’t know why 
people are living in terror unless 
they have something to fear. I 
mean I’m not particularly living in 7 
terror, I’m sure that Mr. Philbrick & 
isn’t, I'm sure that 99% of the 
American people aren’t living in > 
terror. I think every time I turn 
on a radio I hear somebody shout- 
ing that someone wants to take 
away his right to shout. I’d like | 
to know who is hysterical, who is 
fearful. I would like to know 
names, specific names of those who | 
are living in fear. : 

Mr. Back: Well, Mr. Lasky, Mr. 
Philbrick has said tonight that if 
the Communist Party were out- 
lawed there would be a taking 
away of civil liberties. What is 
your answer to that? 


Mr. Lasky: I say this, that when 
you take away civil liberties from_ 
Murder, Inc., you’re saving our. 
civil liberties. I say that it is ridic- 
ulous to permit a group in a guise 
of democracy to try to destroy that 
democracy. I say that the commun- 
ists are out to destroy your free- 
dom, and it makes no sense to let - 
them. And I don’t understand this 
concern about the rights of com- | 
munists, because they are out to 
destroy your rights. / 


Mr. Back: Mr. Philbrick, you 
have heard the argument now that 
the communists should be treated 


the same way as members of Mur- 
der, Inc. What is your answer to 
that argument? 


Mr. Philbrick: I think I essen- 
tially agree with that. I don’t 
think that we have a law which 
outlaws Murder, Inc. We have 
jaws which outlaw certain activi- 
ues conducted by Murder, Inc., 
such as conspiracy, but we have 
aot a law on the books which says 
that this organization entitled Mur- 
der, Inc. is illegal, and I say for 
the same reason we should not have 
a law which says that this organi- 
zation by the name of the Com- 
munist Party should be illegal. I 
say that our present laws which 
make illegal certain activities of 
the Communist Party are certainly 
adequate. Now as an answer to 
that I can say this, too, that we are 
certainly not violating the civil 
liberties of any Communist Party 
member when we do prosecute 
them under the Smith Act — the 
Smith Act which says that you 
shall not indulge in a conspiracy, 
because nobody, nobody can _be- 
long to the Communist Party to- 
day without knowing full well that 
he is part and parcel of a con- 
spiracy. 

Back as far as 1945 in the Com- 
munist Party right here in New 
England I sat in on meetings in 
Boston, Massachusetts, (secret 
meetings) and listened to a party 
instructor, a woman by the name 
of Fannie Hartman. Fannie Hart- 
man is the former wife of Phil 
Frankfeld. Phil Frankfeld is on 
trial now, incidentally, in Balti- 
more under the Smith Act. Fannie 
Hartman at that time way back in 
1945 told Party educational di- 
fectors that the Party would oper- 
me on two levels in the United 
f:ates and I quote her. She said, 

“We will operate on the legal 
| @pove-ground level and we will 
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operate on the illegal under-ground 


level,’ and she used the term 
illegal. 
Now every Communist Party 


member knows that, and so by con- 
tinuing to prosecute communists 
under the Smith Act we provide 
them with no loopholes; we pro- 
vide them with no propaganda 
weapons to use against us. 


Mr. Back: Well, Mr. Lasky, just 
one more question to you before 
I turn to the general questioning of 
this evening. If there was a law 
outlawing the Communist Party, do 
you feel that that would be an 
effective instrument which could 
be used day-by-day to diminish the 
effect of the Communist Party, to 
destroy it? 


Mr. Lasky: I very much think so. 


Mr. Back: Each week on Town 
Meeting we ask our speakers a 
question submitted in advance by 
a listener. We feel that this gives 
everybody a chance to participate 
directly in Town Meeting. The 
person who sends us the most ap- 
propriate question receives a 20 
volume set of the American People’s 
Encyclopedia. Next week our sub- 
ject deals with Korea, and we hope 
you'll send us a question you’d 
like to hear answered by the 
speakers whose names we'll an- 
nounce at the close of tonight’s 
program. Please mail it on a postal 
card to Town Meeting Questions, 
New York 36, New York. 


This week our staff selected the 
question of Winifred Freese of 
6247 Pinecrest Drive, Los Angeles, 
California, and, gentlemen, this is 
the question: “How can we best 
prevent community organizations 
having aims with which we are in 
sympathy from being initiated by 
communists or taken over by 
communists?” Mr. Lasky. 


Mr. Lasky: Well, I believe that 


if you belong to a community or- 
ganization you must always be on 
the alert to watch out for the ac- 
tions of communists or fellow- 
travelers to turn that community 
organization into a front. Unfor- 
tunately many organizations have 
been turned into fronts. I do think 
that Mr. Philbrick who has worked 
on a community level would be a 
much better analyst of that subject 
than I am. 


Mr. Philbrick: Well, I'll tackle 
that one by saying that first of all 
it means that we the people must 
be a great deal smarter than the 
communists, and believe me the 
underground pro-group commu- 
nists are smart cookies, and they 
are the people who for the most 
part infiltrate organizations. I 
might say on that same question, 
too, that there are four kinds of 
Communist Party fronts. Now the 
first kind is that organized by the 
Communist Party from the very 
beginning for its own purposes and 
that type is usually very obvious. 
Another type is the kind of com- 
munist front that’s a coalition. 
Now the Progressive Party, the 
Wallace party, movement was a 
coalition, that is people in the 
Progressive Party knew that they 
were working with Communist 
Party members. Henry Wallace 
knew that. The third type of or- 
ganization, and I think this is the 
kind which this person has in mind, 
is the organization which starts 
off as a completely legitimate out- 
fit. 

Now the American Youth Con- 
gress organized on the campuses 
across the Nation was originally a 
decent, honest American Young 
people’s organization, and yet Com- 
munist Party members moved in on 
the American Youth Congress and 
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took it over completely for their 
own aims. There’s a fourth kind 
of communist front. and this one 
most people don’t think about very 
much, and that’s the Advertising 
Club of Springfield or maybe even 
the Junior League of Springfield, 
I don’t know, but the very best 
organizations in a community. 


Mr. Back: You'd better make 
clear that they’re not communist. 


Mr. Philbrick: No, they're com- 
pletely non-communist organiza- 
tions and again the pro-group 
communist will many times, as a 
matter of cover for himself, join 
those organizations. In those or- 
ganizations, of course, he will do 
nothing subversive because that is 
a protective cover for himself. 


Mr. Back: Well, Mr. Philbrick, 
I think that Winifred Freese won- 
dered whether such an organization 
as the PTA of a small community 
would be in danger of being taken 
over by communists. What is 
your opinion on that or your feel- 
ing about that? 


Mr. Philbrick: 
the people are 


It is in danger if 
not alert and as 
Vic Lasky said, I will agree with 
him completely, that the best 
answer to that is for the people 
to be alert, to be aggressive, to be 
active in these organizations and to 
make sure that it does not follow 
Communist Party lines. 


Mr. Back: Mr. Philbrick, our 
audience, I can see, is very 
anxious to ask an awful lot of 
questions and I think we’d better 
turn to the audience now and ask 
those questions, or let the audience 
ask. I believe the first question will 
be for Mr. Lasky and it’s coming 
right there from the center aisle. 
Will you ask it, please? 


QUESTIONS, PLEASE! 


Lady: I would like to address 

@ question to Mr. Lasky. Once you 
cutlaw the Communist Party as a 
subversive group, where will this 
outlawing stop? Won’t the idea 
be stretched to include more 
Boups? 
Mr. Lasky: 1 think, young lady, 
that we make it specific in our act 
of Congress, if it should be an act 
pf Congress outlawing the party, 
chat the traditions, that the con- 
stitution, that free speech and as- 
sembly are still retained. I happen 
to believe in civil liberties for 
veryone who believes in my civil 
iberties. I don’t believe in civil 
iberties for those who want to 
destroy them. 


Mr. Back: Mr. Philbrick, do you 
ant to reply to that? Are there 
(tivil liberties for some and not 
tivil liberties for others? Do you 
ok at it that way? 


Mr. Philbrick: No, I don’t look 
t it that way. 


Mr. Back: All right, the second 
yuestion will come to you, Mr. 
hilbrick, I believe. Over there at 
e left, please. 


Man: Mr. Philbrick, if the Com- 
nunist Party is as we understand 
edicated to overthrowing ‘our 
rm of government by force is not 
ery member of that Party guilty 
f treason and therefore an outlaw 
n the eyes, of the law of our land? 


Mr. Philbrick: The answer is no, 

ecause you would need a lawyer 
> answer that question. The act 
‘£ treason is a very definite act 
‘ven under the law and not all 
Communist Party members have 
regal guilty of treason according to 
ae word of the law. 


Dr. Back: A question now for 
Me Lasky, I believe. 
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Man: Mr. Lasky, forgetting sen- 
timental interpretations and using 
legal interpretations, as the con- 
stitution guarantees free speech and 
free assembly, how can the right 
to organize be ‘denied? 


Mr. Lasky: I don’t believe the 
constitution guarantees the right of 
murderers to conspire. I believe 
that the Communist Party consists 
of people who are out to murder 
us or out to destroy our freedoms. 
I don’t believe that the constitution 
permits a bunch of thugs to meet 
to open up a bakery here in the 
middle of the night and take the 
cash register away in the dark of 
night. However, I do agree that 
we have to have a better inter- 
pretation of that, and that is why 
I suggest that we have an act of 
Congress outline exactly how we 
want to outlaw the Communist 
Party just as, say, we outlawed 
polygamy many, many years ago, 
and a lot of people didn’t shout 
that their civil liberties were being 
violated. 

Mr. Philbrick: But you do have 
to admit, Mr. Lasky, as of the pres- 
ent days, under present laws, we 
have no right to deny the right of 
assembly and free speech? 

Mr. Lasky: That’s why I’m call- 
ing for an act of Congress to make 
sure that those who would destroy 
our civil liberties no longer are 
able to function. 

Mr. Back: Thank you very much, 
Mr. Lasky, and now a question for 
Mr. Philbrick — unless you have 
something you want to say in reply 
to Mr. Lasky. 

Lady: Mr. Philbrick, will you 
please tell us how in the world you 


managed to fool the top com- 
munists for so long? 
Mr. Philbrick: I believe that 


question was asked just before the 
broadcast. TIl say this without 
going into it too deeply. From the 
very beginning when I first went 
into the Party in 1940 after check- 
ing with the FBI, the Communist 
Party began giving me _ special 
training on how to be an under- 
ground Communist Party member, 
that is a Communist Party member 
following the orders of Communist 
Party bosses and carrying out those 
orders, working in the midst of 
non-communists and even anti-com- 
munists and yet never being dis- 
covered as a Communist Party 
member. That is, my own family 
didn’t know it. My father or my 
mother didn’t know that I was a 
communist; neither did my bosses 
or my fellow church members, etc. 
Now, therefore, how I managed to 
get away with it was taught spe- 
cifically to me by Communist 
Party members. That’s how I was 
able to do it. 


Mr. Back: Gentlemen, if I may 
before we turn to the next question 
which will come from the center 
aisle, I'd like to ask just one ques- 
tion myself. Alger Hiss is now due 
for parole, I believe, this month. 
Mr, Lasky, do you have any reason 
to believe that if Alger Hiss were 
paroled he would not become a use- 
ful or normal citizen of society? 


Mr. Lasky: Well, if Alger Hiss 
is paroled I’m quite sure that he 
will do the bidding of Joe Stalin. 
He happens to be one of the top 
Bolsheviks in the United States and 
all the sentimentality about Alger 
Hiss is rather sickening, particu- 
larly after you read the trial 
record, particularly after you study 
the evidence, particularly after you 
know the tremendous damage this 
man. has done to the United States. 


Mr. Back: Mr. Philbrick, do you 
have an opinion on that? I assume 
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that’s an opinion on your part, Mr. 
Lasky. 


Mr. 
opinion. 


Mr. Back: How about you, Mr. 
Philbrick, how do you feel about | 
Alger Hiss? 


Mr. Philbrick: 1 believe that the 
evidence shows—not only evidence 
delivered by Whittaker Chambers 
but by others and by documentary 
evidence—the evidence shows that 
there’s no doubt that Alger Hiss 
was a member of a communist spy 
ring in Washington, D. C., and 
that he knew full well what he 
was doing at that time, and that 
was selling out his own country. 


Lasky: It’s strictly an 


Mr. Back: To a question now and 
I think the question comes from 
you, sir, doesn’t it? Will you state | 
it, please? 


Man: Mr. Lasky, apparently not. 
knowing who are communists, 
would not the listing of party 
designation as required in primaries 
be an invaluable source of know- 
ing who the communists are? 


Mr. Lasky: I think so, but you’ve 
got to remember that the com- 
munists don’t advertise their chief | 
menaces. The people are put on 
the public pay roll or the people 
who are put in the public records” 
are people who, as I said before,. 
are expendable. The real com-. 
munists however are those who, 
like comrade Philbrick ... 


Mr. Philbrick: Put that in quotes, 
please. 


Mr. Lasky: A former communist. 

Mr. Back: Are you finished, Mr. 
Lasky? I want to move along as 
I’ve never seen so many questions 
being raised on the floor of any 
auditorium. So let’s move rapidly 
to your question, please. 


Lady: Mr. Philbrick, do you 


think people should be compelled 
wo say in court whether or not 
they're communists ? 


Mr. Philbrick: 1 certainly do. I 
hink in fact, I speak for the Ameri- 
«an people when I say that (ap- 
plause) the communist that we hate 
aed despise is not the communist 
"who comes up openly and who de- 
Iclares himself, but the underground 
«communist who does not have the 
... Well, I won’t use the word. 


Mr. Back: Do you want to com- 
ment on that? 


Mr. Lasky: Well, I just want to 
point out that down in New York 
now there’s a state crime commis- 
ion hearing where they force 
people with unsavory records to 
say whether or not they have ua- 
savory records and if they don’t 
ant to say they have unsavory 
wecords they get thrown into jail. 
[I don’t see any civil liberties com- 
mittees formed in their behaif. 
Vm waiting for the formation of 
lithe free Frank Costello Committee. 


Mr. Back: Thank you, Mr. Lasky. 
question for you now from the 
«center aisle. 


Lady: Mr. Lasky, is there any 
walue to an anti-communist oath 
since a communist would lie with- 
put qualms, even on the witness 
stand ? 


Mr. Lasky: Well, that is one 
thing that I’m not too clear on 
myself. JI agree with you that 
communists lie. I agree with you 
-hat communists will maintain 
they’re as patriotic as you or I. 
{ agree with you that communists 
axe probably today handing out 
jamti-communist literature some- 
visere to prove that they’re not 
“gnmunist. The question of the 
oah is another question about 
hich I’m not capable, I have not 
© knowledge, to answer. 


Mr. Back: Mr. Philbrick, do you 
consider the oath an important 
thing? 


Mr. Philbrick: That would take 
a long time to answer, also, except 
to say that in my experience inside 
the Communist Party according to 
the comrades they were never seri- 
ously worried about oath laws. 


Mr. Back: The next question, I 
believe, is for you, Mr. Philbrick. 


Man: Mr. Philbrick, is it felt 
that outlawing the Communist 
Party can drive it further under- 
ground than it is at present? 


Mr. Philbrick: Well, Vl have to 
agree with Vic Lasky that the 
Communist Party is today pretty 
much underground and there are 
not too many above ground today, 
but I would be in favor of laws 
which would endeavor to force 
them above ground rather than 
force them underground. 


Mr. Back: All right, your ques- 
tion, please. 


Man: Mr. Lasky, would you 
outlaw the Socialist Party as well 
as the Communist Party? And if 
not, how would you distinguish be- 
tween a communist and a socialist? 


Mr. Lasky: Of course I won't 
outlaw the Socialist Party. Nor- 
man Thomas is probably more pa- 
triotic than I am, if not as pa- 
triotic. I don’t disagree with the 
communists because they have 
radical ideas. I don’t happen to be 
a radical; I don’t happen to be a 
socialist; I don’t happen to dis- 
agree with Norman Thomas pri- 
marily because he’s a socialist. I 
say this, that a radical who cow- 
tows to Moscow, who does Stalin’s 
bidding is a menace. A man who 
openly says he’s a socialist, who 
runs on a socialist ticket is no 
menace to America. As a matter 


of fact we need him in this great 
national debate. 


Mr. Philbrick: I don’t think I’ve 
ever met a socialist who’s afraid to 
admit, in fact he would brag, that 
he was a socialist. 


Mr. Lasky: They don’t hide the 
fact; they’re not underground. 


Mr. Back: Well, apparently then 
you both agree that socialism and 
communism are two separate things, 
and here’s a question from the left. 


Lady: Mr. Philbrick, how do you 
justify our use of underhanded 
means to gain information on com- 
munist activities when we deplore 
those very methods when used by 
the communists ? 


Mr. Lasky: May I answer that 
question ? 


Mr. Back: Well, Mr. Philbrick, 
you try it first, will you? 


Mr. Lasky: I think Mr. Philbrick 
is a great patriot; he did a great 
job for his country and he did it 
at the risk of his life. (applause) 


Mr. Philbrick: Thank you, Mr. 
Lasky. 


Mr. Lasky: I just want to say one 
other thing. Even today he’s in 
danger of his life and don’t forget 
that, will you. 


Mr. Back: Mr. Philbrick, would 
you say that espionage is espionage, 
and that’s that? 


Mr. Philbrick: No, in answer to 
that question I’d be glad to answer 
that. I think that as Americans 
and as an American myself we 
abhor spying and counterspying. 
There’s no doubt that we abhor 
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wars, too, but when somebody starts 
shooting at us and we shoot back, | 


and where there are spies working 
at the bidding of foreign countries, 


in this case Joe Stalin and the } 
Soviets, you need counterspies, and 
I think as long as we have those § 


spies we must depend upon 


counterspies to gather that infor- © 
There’s no other way to 


mation. 


get it. (applause) 


Mr. Back: All right, the next § 


question is for Mr. Lasky. Wilk 


you hurry along, please? 


Man: Mr. Lasky, in your travels | 
of Europe, did you observe any | 


indications that American aid was 
helping to combat communism? 


Mr. Lasky: Well, ’'m sure Ameri- 


can aid is combating communism. § 
I’m sure that the American Federa- 


tion of Labor, for example, is do- 
ing a great job with Irving Brown 
and some other so-called ambas- 


sadors of labor in convincing the | 


peoples of Europe that the United 
States rather than Russia is more 
desirable. 
subject of the evening. 


Mr. Back: Mr. Lasky, thank you 
very much and thank you, Mr. Phil- 


brick, for your discussion of to- | 


night’s topic. On behalf of Town 
Hall, we wish to thank the of- 


ficials of the Scholarship Fund of | 
the College Club here in Spring- || 
field, Massachusetts, our particular - 


appreciation to Mrs. Roger M. 
Westcott, Mrs. Carolyn Palermo 
and Mrs. L. E. Severance, and our 
thanks also to Howard Keefe of 
Station WSPR. So plan to be with 
us next week and every week at 
the sound of the crier’s bell. 


Frankly this is not the | 


|FOR FURTHER STUDY OF THIS WEEK’S TOPIC 


Background Questions 


What is the character of the communist threat? 

a. Is the communist problem basically one of pressure from without? 
(war, espionage, sabotage) 

b. Or, is it largely a problem of domestic subversion? 

c. What segments of our national life are most threatened by 
communist infiltration?—government, mass media, the profes- 
sions, labor unions, etc. 


Is the danger of subversion heightened by the Communist Party’s 
appeal to honest desires for social reform and protection of civil 
liberties, and its adoption of liberal slogans? 


What kind of an organization is the Communist Party? 
a. Can it realistically be considered just a minor political party? 


b. Or, must it be regarded as part of an international conspiracy 
and a fifth column supported by a hostile foreign power? 


If it is a conspiracy, can we rely on exposure and publicity to 
neutralize its threat? 


What would be the effects of outlawing the Communist Party? 

a. Would it violate constitutional guarantees of free speech and 
assembly ? 

b.Would it destroy the party or force it underground? 

c. Would it make our government’s counter-intelligence work more 
or less difficult? 

d. Would such action endanger the existence of other minority 
groups? 

Recently the Subversive Control Board found that the Communist 


Party is a “puppet” of the Soviet Union. What changes will this 

decision make in the legal status of the party and its members? 

a. Has membership in the Communist Party become prima facie 
evidence of participation in a conspiracy? 


b. Or, is there a distinction between those who are members of the 
Communist Party and those who could be proved to have 
actively engaged in a conspiracy? 


What is the greatest threat to our democracy—subversion, espion- 
age or sabotage? 


How can we best combat subversion, espionage and sabotage? 
a. Is the job of combating subversion, espionage and sabotage pri- 
marily or exclusively one for experts (FBI, etc.) ? 


b. Have Congressional investigations functioned effectively in deal- 
ing with this problem? 

c. Have ex-Communists clarified or confused the problem? 

d. Have private individuals or organizations helped combat sub- 
version? 


_e. Have loyalty and security programs been effective? 
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f. Does the Attorney General’s list of subversive organizations 
provide an accurate yardstick for measuring loyalty? 


g. Do we have adequate laws against subversion and espionage 
at the present time? 


h. Evaluate the legal limitations already imposed on Communist 
activities? (e.g. Smith Act, McCarran Internal Security Act, 
Feinberg Law, Taft-Hartley Law, etc.) 


9. Is there any basic inconsistency between national security and 
constitutional safeguards of the rights of individual citizens? 


10. How can we preserve our civil liberties while fighting subversion? 


a. Is there a danger that we may foster one type of totalitarianism 
in our efforts to combat another? 


b. To what extent should the Holmesian doctrine of “clear and 
present danger’ guide our action? 


c. To what extent is “guilt by association” justifiable, if at all? 


THE SPEAKERS’ COLUMN 
(Continued from Page 2) 


while working on a Hollywood yarn for Cosmopolitan, he was signed by 
Dore. .Shary of MGM to write an original documentary film exposing 
Communist front techniques. Titled ‘‘The Hoaxters,’’ it is due for release 
in the near future. Mr. Lasky, now 34, was born in Manhattan, and has 
remained a New Yorker in heart and spirit, eyen though he has been 
around the world on several occasions. His lengthiest stay abroad was 
arranged by Adolf Hitler. During World War Il, Mr. Lasky was soldier- 
correspondent with The Stars and Stripes, published by the U. S. Army 
in the European Theater of Operations. Victor Lasky began his newspaper 
career as’ @.copy boy for a New York paper. In 1941 he was hired as 
a pre-publitation employee of Marshall Field’s new Chicago Sun. After 
a short stint in Chicago, Mr. Lasky’ was assigned to the Sumn’s New York 
bureau, In early 1942, Mr. Lasky entered the Army, and saw duty with 
the military police, the OSS, Psychological Warfare and The Stars and 
Stripes. Following V-E Day, he joined the staff of the Paris Post, an 
English-language newspaper published in the French capital. In 1946, 
Lasky returned to Chicago, where, working for the Sum, he covered all 
sorts of beats, getting to know much of the great midwest. In 1947, he 
joined the reportorial staff of the World-Telegram in New York. Among 
his assignments for the Scripps-Howard paper was the ‘‘treason beat.’’ He 
became known as an expert on subyersive movements, although he con- 
tinued to write about most everything. He trayeled widely for the paper, 
covered the political conyentions in 1948, and achieyed many scoops, In 
mid-1948 he was assigned to the Hiss case, and covered the story from 
the moment it broke in Washington to the sentencing of Alger Hiss. 
Later, with Bae de Toledano of Newsweek magazine, Mr. Lasky wrote 
an account of the Hiss case, titled, Seeds of Treason. It was one of the 
biggest selling books of 1950 and still sells, according to the publishers, 
at the rate of 300 copies a month. It is now in its sixth edition. 


Moderator—GUNNAR BACK—ABC Washington news correspondent. 


